REMARKS 

This application has been reviewed in light of the Advisory Action mailed February 2, 
2007. Reconsideration of this application in view of the below remarks is respectfully requested. 
Claims 1 - 17 and 19 - 26 are pending in the application with Claims 1, 10, 22 and 23 being in 
independent form. By the present amendment, Claims 1, 10, 22 and 23 are amended. No new 
subject matter is introduced into the disclosure by way of the present amendment. 

Claims 1, 10, 22 and 23 have been amended to recite that the safety light is mountable at 
a remote location relative to a designated emergency exit. Support for the limitations recited in 
these amended claims is provided throughout the specification. 

Reed discloses placing the flashing LED lights on the exit itself. With the Reed device if 
someone is at a significant distance away from the exit in a smoke filled structure, the person 
may not be able to see the flashing LED lights. Also, the same is true if the person is around a 
corner. 

With Applicants' invention, the direction of an exit is indicated to a person even when the 
exit itself is not visible or in direct line of sight. In fact, multiple of Applicants' devices can be 
installed at intervals along a path to an exit, thus ensuring that a distressed person in a smoke- 
filled structure does not become disoriented with respect to the location of an exit. (See : 
Applicants' paragraph 33). Therefore, as recited in amended Claims 1, 10, 22 and 23, Applicants' 
safety light is mountable at a remote location relative to a designated emergency exit. 

Reed fails to disclose or suggest mounting a safety light at a remote location relative to a 
designated emergency exit. Rather as indicated above, Reed only discloses mounting the flashing 
LED lights on the exit itself. Rye et al., Oyagi et al. and NPL Tot Finder decals, taken alone or in 
any proper combination with Reed, fail to disclose or suggest the above-identified feature as 
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well. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1 - 17 and 19 - 26 are allowable 
over the cited prior art references. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 
rejections with respect to Claims 1-17 and 19-26 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over combinations 
of Reed, Rye et al., Oyagi et al. and NPL Tot Finder decals. 
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CONCLUSIONS 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that all 
claims presently pending in the application, namely, Claims 1 - 17 and 19 - 26 are believed to be 
in condition for allowance and patentably distinguishable over the art of record. 

If the Examiner should have any questions concerning this communication or feels that an 
interview would be helpful, the Examiner is requested to call Applicants' undersigned attorney at 
the number indicated below. 



SCULLY, SCOTT, MURPHY & PRESSER, P.C. 
400 Garden City Plaza - Suite 300 
Garden City, New York 1 1530 
(516) 742-4343 

PJE:DAT:tam 



Respectfully submitted, 



Paul J/. Esatto, Jr. 
Registration No. 30,749 
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